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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-13, 16-28 and 30-33 are presented for examination. 



Response to Applicant' Remarks 



2. Applicant's arguments filed on 8- 1 -2008 with respect to the rejected claims in view of the 
cited references have been fully considered but they are moot in view of the new grounds of 
Rejections. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 9, 10, 12, 13, 17-20, 22-27, 30-33 and 40-45 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Duggan et al. (U. S. Patent No. 6,571,257 and Duggan 
hereinafter) in view of Eschelbeck et al. (US Patent No. 6553377). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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As to claims 1,9,17-20, 22-24, 27-28 and 30-32, Duggan discloses a method for 
collecting information from a storage server managed by use of multi-appliance management 
application (MMA) (i.e. storage management application. Fig. 1), the method comprising: 

Using an agent (i.e. data collection agent. Col. 3, lines 54-56) to scan the storage server 
(i.e. data collection. Col. 3, lines 54-56) and to collect information (i.e. data collection. Col. 3, 
lines 54-56) regarding files stored by the storage server (i.e. file system col. 3, lines 54-60), 
wherein the agent is a separate device (fig. 1, item 115) from the storage serer (i.e. file system 
col. 3, lines 54-60) and the MMA (i.e. storage management application. Fig. 1); and 

summarizing the information and creating a summary (aggregating storage information 
across multiple managed hosts 105 and presenting results to the system manager. Col. 4, lines 
14-18) by using the agent (i.e. data collection agent. Col. 3, lines 54-56), and 

storing the summary on a database server (i.e. composite SRM data repository, col.. 4, 
lines 13-14). 

Duggan does not explicitly teach an independent processing system which is a separate 
device and wherein the agent communicates with the storage server via a network. 

Eschelbeck teaches generating an independent processing system which is a separate 
device and wherein the agent communicates with the storage server via a network (fig. 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Duggan to include an independent processing 



Application/Control Number: 10/798,990 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2165 

system which is a separate device and wherein the agent communicates with the storage server 
via a network. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Duggan as modified with the teachings of 
Eschelbeck to include an independent processing system which is a separate device and wherein 
the agent communicates with the storage server via a network with the motivation to better 
managing applications running on client system (Eschelbeck, col. 2, lines 58-67). 

As to claims 2,10,18 and 25, Duggan as modified teaches analyzing the files and 
generating statistics regarding the files (aggregating storage information across multiple 
managed hosts 105 and presenting results to the system manager. Col. 4, lines 14-18). 

As to claims 4,12 and 26, Duggan as modified teaches wherein the statistics comprise a 
number of files, a size of files, and an average access time of files (aggregating storage 
information across multiple managed hosts 105 and presenting results to the system manager. 
Col. 4, lines 14-18). 

As to claims 5 and 13, Duggan as modified teaches transferring the summary to the 
MMA before storing the summary on the database Server (i.e. transfers the data. Col. 4, lines 9- 
18). 

4. As to claims 3 1 -33 and 40-45, the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
rejection above. They are therefore rejected as set forth above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, 6, 7, 11, 21 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Duggan in view of in view of Eschelbeck et al. (US Patent No. 6553377) and further in 
view of Horn (US Patent Publication No. 2005/0050269). 

As to claim 3,6,7,1 1,21 and 28, Duggan analyzing files and generating file statistics data 
in a database/table (i.e. statistics. Col. 15, lines 56-60). 

Duggan does not explicitly teach generating histogram from the collected 
information/statistics for visualization. 

Horn teaches generating histogram from the collected information/statistics for 
visualization (paragraph [001 1 ]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Duggan to include generating histogram from the 
collected information/statistics for visualization. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Duggan as modified with the teachings of Horn 
to include generating histogram from the collected information/statistics for visualization with 
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the motivation to organize storage system data in real time (Horn, paragraph [0010] ). 

6. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kao as 
modified in view of Dave Marshall, Threads: Basic Theory and Libraries, may 1999, pages 232 
and hereinafter referred to as Marshall. 

As to claims 8 and 16, the teaching of Duggan as modified has been discussed above. 
Duggan as modified does not teach using threads. 
Marshall teaches using threads (page 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Han to include using threads. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Duggan as modified with the teachings of 
Marshall to include using threads with the motivation to use fewer system resources, improve 
program structure and also improve application responsiveness (Marshall, page 4). 
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Point of Contact 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yicun Wu whose telephone number is 571-272-4087. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 4:30 pm, Monday -Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, CHRISTIAN CHACE can be reached on 571-272-4190. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2100. 

Yicun Wu 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 

August 14, 2008 
/Yicun Wu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2165 



